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| From Enquiring into the 


-— 
1! Doctrine of the Trinity, &c. 
— — 


| DISSUASIVE 


In a Letter to a Friend. 


— 


— 


Worthy Sir, 


P Find by your Letter, that you are 
| highly diſſatisfied with the Advice I 
lately gave you, not to enquire too nicely 
and curiouſly into the Doctrine of the Bleſſed 
Trinity, but rather to reſt conrented with 
the Orthodox Divinity, in that Grand M.f- 
tery which the Church, faith Mr. Nelſon, 
in poſſeſſion of. Tho? the Civilians ſhould 
tell you, that Po/efor male fidei nullo un- 
; quam tempore præſcribit. For, ſays your 
Letter, ſhall not I be permitted fully to 
© inderſtand my Creed? Shall I, as oft 
* as I publickly rehearſe the Athanaſan 
* Creed, doom all to everlaſting Perdition, 


» who do not keep the Catholick Faith de- 
A-2-. . 


(4) 

: liverd in it, whole and undefiled > Shall 
J, after ſo nice and full an Explication of 
that Myſtery,ſay to my Congregation, He 
* Therefore that willle ſaved, muſ thus think 
; of the "IP ? andclole the Rehearſal of 

it with thele Words, This is che Catholick 
Faith, which except a Man believe faith. 
fully, He cannot be ſaved ;, and not be able 
to prove what Tſay 2 Would you perſwade 
me to a thing impoſlible ? to wit, to be- 
* lieve without Evidence, Tkriow not what, 
and I not why? or, muſt] not be able to 
.- give a Reaſon of my Faith 2 How can ] 
© anſwer this to God, my Conſcience, or 

my Pariſh? How ſhall I be able to ſtop 
the Mouths of Infidels and Anti-Trinitari- 

* ans; to coufute the new Hereticks ſprung 

up among vs, and to juſtifie the Condem- 
_ © nation paſs'd upon them by our Viſe, 

* Learned and Fudicicus Synod, zealous for 

* the Faith once deliver'd to the Saints at 
our bleſſed Reformation? Or why do T 
call the Adverſaries of it Hereticks, if I 
cannot prove them to be ſo?? 

' Theſe, Sir, I confeſs are conſiderable 


* 


4 
4 
Cc 
c 
C 


Inducements to employ your utmoſt Diſi- 
gence in this Search, did not the unſur- 
mountable Difficulties of the Subject, and 
your Liableneſs to miſcarry in, or to grow || 
weary of the tedious Search, outweigh or 
counterpoiſe them. Conſider thereor e 


Fy 
1. The 
' 


. 


e 


1. The great Difficulty of the Work 
you go about; of which the different Me- 
thods taken by the moſt able Managers of 
this Controverſie, afford a ſtrong Preſump- 
tion. For why elſe do we find ſo many 
and ſo different Schemes propoſed for Ex- 
plication of this Myſ/ery 2 Some ſaying with 
the learned Dr Sherlock, that the I hree Per- 
ſons are Three Minds. Others with Dr South 
and the Oxford Decree, condemning this 
as Tritheiſm. Some reſembling the Three 
Perſons tothe Soul, and its Two Faculries, 
the Underſtanding and the Will; as the in- 
genious Mr Nye. Some with the School- 


iy men, ſaying the F ather begot the Son by an 


Act of his Mind, and the Holy Ghoſt by an 
Af of his Love. Some allowing a Subor- 
dination of the Son and Holy Spirit to the 
Father, as the Reverend Biſhop Pull. Others 
ſtifly denying it, as Dr John Edwards. 
Some aſſerting an internal Generation and 
Spiration of the Son and Holy Ghoſt, and 
an wunzxo ma, of the Three Perſons. O- 
thers exploding this as unintelligible. Some 


making the Son and Holy Ghoſt receive 


their Being by the Communication of the 
individual Eſſence of the Father to them. 
Some with Dr Cudworth, ſaying that the 
Doctrine of the Church aſſerted only the 
ſame Specifick Eſſence. Others condemning 
the firſt as a Cont radiction, and the ſecond as 


Tritheiſm, and rather ſaying that they re- 


ceived 


ceived their Being by an AF of his Pater- 
nal Power. Some allowing the Son and 
Holy Ghoſt to have all the Eſſential Attri- 
butes of the Father: Which ſeems beſt to 
accord with the Declaration of our Liturgy 
on Trinity Sunday, that which we believe 
of the Glory of the Father, the ſame we be- 
lieve of” the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, 
without any Difference or Inequality. O- 
thers denying this, as conceiving they can- 
not have Self-exiſtence and Independency. 
And will you not find it difficult enough to 
examine all theſe ſeveral Schemes, and to 
diſcern which of them you judge moſt rea- 
ſonable to embrace, and which of them you 
ſhall think fit to reje&? | 
Moreover, various are the Ways of ma- 
naging this Diſpute, and defending our 
ſelves againſt the Objections of the buſie 
ſubtle Hereticks. Some ſhelter themſelves 
under the Word Myſtery; ſaying, when 
they are pinched, This is 4 Myſtery to be a- 
dored, not pryed into. Others tell us, this 
is a Doctrine ſo far ſurpaſſing the Capacity 
of Humane Underſtanding, that we muſt 
by no means paſs a Judgment on it by our 
own weak and carnal Re :ſon, but mult ra- 
ther captivate our Reaſon tothe Obedience of 
Faith. And both theſe in effect approve of 
my Advice, to reſt in the Public Judgment 
F the Church, and not to uſe your own Pri- 
vate Judgment atall , tince God hath given 
f | Y 31 


(7) gp 
vou no other Faculty befides this feeble - 
'# Reaſon, whereby to judge of Truth and 
Z Falſhood, or even of the true Senſe of 
© Scriprure, Others ſay, you muſt be guided 
# by the Sentiments of the Primitive Fathers, 
and by Catholic Tradition in this Caſe. 
And theſe Men ſend you into a Wilder- 
neſs, in which you may wander all your 
Life long without coming to any Certain. 
ty. For you will find, if you ſearch im- 


* partially, the Primitive Fathers far from 


agreeing among themſelves, and farther 
from agreement with our preſent Senti- 


ments and Catholick Tradition, inviſible 


before the Nicene Council. And they who fly 
to this Expedient, do in effect declare, that 
you can have no aſſurance of this Doctrine 
from the Holy Scripture ; which is, ſay o- 
ther Proteſtants, their only Rule of Faith, 
and clear in all things neceſſary to be be- 


lieved. 


And ſince, according to the two firſt 
ways of managing this Controverſie, the 
uſe of Reaſon, that is, of Private Judge 
ment, is excluded, and by the third, your 
Search is endleſs; muſt it not be your 
& Wiſdom as well as Safety, to fit ſtill, and 
reſt in the received Doctrine of our Ortho- 
2 dox Divines e | 
& 2dly, The Difficulty will be much en- 
& hanced from the Conſideration of the Work 

0 you 


(8) 


you hive to d6 : For there are ſeveral = 
Books upon this Subject lying upon our 
Hands, yet uninſwered, or at leaſt never 


anſwered to ſatisfiction. Now, if you 


will impartially ſearch into this Contro- 


verſie, you muſt not only read carefully 


Dr Pearſon, Dr Whitby, Dr Jonathan El. 
wards, and above all Placæus on our Side, 


but you muſt, with like Care, and with- 


out Prejudice, peruſe the ſubtle Writers on 


the other Side; vis, Crellius, Mr Emlyn, 
Mr Biddlz, &c. and then, if you be not in 
great danger of being perverted by them; 
and ſo run the hazard of the ſame hard 
Fate and heavy Cenſures they have under— 
gone, I fear you will be much puzzled, 


and find it no eaſie matter to give a clear 
and ſatisfactory Anſwer to their cunning. 
Sophiſtry. For were this eaſie to be done, 
why hath it been ſo long neglected? Why 
did the Clergy of Ir-land think it more. 


adviſeable to fine and impriſon, than to an- 


ſwer Mr Enlyn? or why did the great, 


Mr Leſley fo miſerably fail in the Attempt? 
In Matters of ſo great Moment, the zea- 


lous and learned. Members of the Church of 0 


England are not uſually ſlow in anſwering 


what bears ſo hard upon them, when they: |! 
are able to do it clearly, and with full fas 


tisfaction to the Reader. This Silence 


therefore, in a Matter of ſuch Grand Im- 


| 
r 


o eas Mo ii tread ens 
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bDortance, will be imputed by the Sceptic i 
of this Age, and by the Adverſaries of 
this Fundamental Doctrine, to the great 
Difficulty of the Subject. Will it not 
then be your Wiſdom to leave this ay 
to be performed by the great Abilities an 
exquiſite Learning of the Archbiſbop and 
bis Suffragans, and of the Prolocutor and 
his Lower-houſe, rather than to commit 
this Grand Affair to the Enquiries of your 
own Fallible, Private Fudgment, and run 
the Riſque of being either confounded, or 
perverted by the Search; as I find too 
many are, Let then this Work alone, to 
be performed by more able Hands. For 
Dr Clarke being cenſured by the Auguſt 
Aſſembly of our Lower-Houſe of Convoca- 
tion, we doubtleſs ſhall receive from ſome 
of the Reverend Perſons who compoſe * 
that learned Aſſembißù, a full and clear 
Confutation of all that He hath offered in 
Defenſe of his Heretical Doctrines; though 
as yet they have not been at leiſure to per- 
form that neceſſary Work. For unleſs 
* this be done by the ſame Body which cen- 
ſüured his Works, Men will be too apt 
to ſay they condemn'd what they were not 
42 able to confute, and to run into thoſe Doc- 
riines which they find condemn'd, but ne- 
ver anſwer'd. Atheiſts and Anti-ſcripturiſts 
will fay, that Orthodox) maintains the 
57 7 I B | plaineſt 
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plaineſt Contradictions, ſo clearly prov'd 
againſt us, that we dare not attempt an 
Aniwer to the Acculition; and Papiſts 
will be ready to object, that though we 
deny the [nf allibilicy of their Church, yet 
do we act as we were infallible, condemn- 
ing merely by our o'vn Authority, what 
we cannot anſwer or confute; and teach 
for Doctrines, yea for Fundamental Do- 
drines, the Traditions of Men, 

My Advice to you therefore is, to hold 
faſt the O zbodox Faith, and live in Ex- 
pectation of a full, clear and ample Confu- 
tation of all the Doctor hath or can ſay a- 
gainſt it. For Men of ſo great Zeal for 
the Oribodox Faith; fo great Abilities 
both in the Knowledge of Scripture and 
Antiquity as they who cenſure him are; 
will not permit ſuch erroneous and dan- 
gerous Aiſertions as He hath publith- 
ed, to paſs without the fulleſt Confu— 
tation. For {urely Men of fo great 
Zeal for the Orthodox Faith, cannot want 
Will to do it. And there fore, ſhould that 
Judlicious and Learned Body appoint none 
of ſo many able Members to perform that 
Work, their Silence would be look'd upon 
as 2 Preſumption that they could not do 
it; and fo their Cenſure of the Doctor 
would do more Hurt than Good. For 
can a Chriſtian hear with Patience the 


Scripture-do&rine of the Trinity condemned, 
| without 


LS | 
without the cleareſt Evidence that it is 
falſly called The Scripture-Dofrine f the 
Trinity? Or can that Auguſt Aſſembly tame- 
ly ſuffer Forty Texts of Scripture, in which 
the whole Subſtance of the Controverſie is 
contiin'd, to be ſo miſerably perverred by 
the ſiniſter Attempts of one Man, without 
ſhewing the World that they have becn 
perverted by him? 

Since therefore in a Caſe of this impor- 
tance, it cannot reaſonably be deem'd ſuf- 
ficient to cry out, Sπ]ι you may reſt 
aſſur'd that, in due time, you ſhall ſce the 
Doctor's raſh and dangerous Poſitions (for ſo 
they are called) ſo fully baffled and expoſed, 
and his pretended Arguments ſo clearly an. 
ſwer'd by thoſe wiſer Heads, that if his own 
farther Searches do not, the learned Dil- 
courſes of this Great and Venerable Body 
cannot fail to convince him that He is miſ- 
taken in his preſent Notions; and then, 
as he promiſeth, He will be obliged to own 
it to the World. 

Till chen this Work, ſo neceſſary and fo 


much expected, ſee the Light, go on ſted- 
dily in the way of Orthodox v. Remove not 


the ancient Land. marks which your Fathers 


"RN have ſet ;, that is, faith Melanct hon, change 


not the Laws which Antiquity hath deliver'd 


y grave eAuthority, and, as the Preacher 
well adviſeth, Eccleſ. 7, 16, make not thy 
5 B 2 ſel? 


(12) - 

elf over wiſe: why ſbeuldeſt thou de ſtroy 

4 ff Where, 2 24 Rerezend BY 
ſhop Patrick, it is good Advice, in order 
to a ſafe and quiet Paſſage thro' this Life, 
to be temperate in thy Zeal, and not to 
* over-do, by correcting the inveterate Vices 
© of others, or oppoling the vulgar Opini- 
* ons too ſeverely and unſeaſonably, where- 
by they are only exaſperated and enraged, 


but not at all amended. For why ſhould 


* a Man bring Miſchief upon himſelf, 
* without doing Good to others ? 
Conſider, 3dly, That in all other Caſes 
which concern thoſe Duties which we 
think neceſſary to be performed by our 
Flocks, we are diligent toexplain to them 
the Reaſon and Neceſſity of them. For 
how many Commentaries have we upon the 
Ten Commandments? How many excel- 
lent Diſcourſes of the Love of God, and 
of our Neighbour; of the Nature and 
the Neceſſity of Faith, Repentance, and 
ſincere Obedience? And as to the Apoſtles 
Creed, into which we were all baptized, 
and which, ſaith our Catechiſm, contains 
All the Articles of the Chriſtian Faith, 
(thoygh it hath never yet been proved rhat 


it contains all the Articles delivered in the 
Creed of Athanaſivs,) how many excellent 


Expoſitions have we of it? All which at- 
tempt to prove every ſeparate Article of it 
W | from 


#* 
S 
2 
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rr 
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from the Holy Scripture. Becauſe, as Bl- 

ſhop 5 lays, whatever is delivered in 
the Creed, we therefore do believe, becauſe 
it 1s contain'd in the Holy Scriptures. But 
though we ſay in the Cloſe of the Athana- 
ſan Creed, This is the Catholick Faith, 
which except a Man believe faithfully, He 


* cannnot be ſaved; and in our 8th, Article, 


that this Creed may be proved by moſt firm 
1 lar! certain Warrant from the 

oly Scripture; yet whoever uſed the like 
Diligence 1n explaining this Creed to their 
People? Or whoever attempted to prove 
every ſeparate Branch, Article, or Sen- 
tence of it, from Texts of Scripture plain- 
* aſſerting the ſame thing, or clapt thoſe 

exts to the Side of every Branch of it, 
which He conceived to be clearly and ful- 
ly expreſſive of all that is aſſerted in that 

reed? This ſure cannot thus happen, be- 
cauſe ſuch an Explication and Confirmati- 
on of all theſe Articles is leſs needful, than 
is the Explication and Confirmation of the 
forementioned Creed or Duties. For what 
can be more neceſſary to be explained and 
cleared to the Underſtanding than that, 
without the Knowledge of which we can- 
not be ſaved, but, without doubt, ſhall pe- 
riſb everlaſtingly? And what cannot be 
ſufficiently proved from plain Scripture 
Teftimony, cannot be truly judged to be 


at all an Article of Chriſtian Faith; nor 


oug hr, 


e 


orte ht, faith our 6th Article, to be requi- 


red of any Man to be believed as an Article 


of Faith, or ro be thought reguiſite or ne- 
ceſſary to Salvation. It muſt be then the 
difficulty of the Subject, and our inability 
to do this to ſatisf1&ivn, or even to the 
Capacity of our Hearers, which is the 
true Reaſon why we do thus continually, 


and even ſhamefully, negle& what we af- 


ſure them is abſolutely neceſſiry to be be. 
lieved, and therefore to be underſtood, that 
they may be ſaved. 

It may deſerve to be conſidered farther, 
that ſome of our beſt Divines and greateſt 
Scholars, have either expresſly, or by juſt 
Conſequence,declared againſt, and urged Ar- 
guments to confute the Neceſſity of believ- 
ing this Creed, as the Reverend Biſhop 


Lite-ty of Taylor, whoſe Words are theſe : If ir 
Fropb. p. were conſidered concerning the Athana- 


54. 


* fran Creed, how many People underſtand 
* it not; how contrary to natural Reafon 
it ſeems ; how little the Scripture ſaith 
of theſe Curioſities of Explication ; and 
how Tradition was not clear on his Side 
for the Article itſelf, much leſs for theſe 
Forms and Minutes——it had not been 
amiſs, if the final Judgment had been 
left to Jeſus Chriſt. And this was 


. 


A 


Lg 


virtually and by juſt Conſequence de- 


clared for many Centuries by the whole 


Church of Chriſt, For a late Aut bor hath 
; prov'd, 


1 


® provid by many pregnant Teſtimonies, 
4 (11) That the Apoſtles of our Lord de- 
# livered that which we call the Apoſtles 
” Creed, or ſomething like it, to all Chrifft- 
an Churches; and that all Chriſtians re- 
Z ceived it as their Rule of Faith, as being 
thus delivered to them. 2dly, That all 
C briſttans were received into the Church by 

+ Baptiſm, on the Profeſlon of this Faith, 
and to the participation of the Euchariſt, 
upon the like Profeflion. 2dh, That the 
Fathers of the Church have always owned 
this and the Nicene Creed, as perfect Di- 
geſts of all the Articles of the Chriſtian 
Faith. 4/5, That theſe Symbols have al- 
ways been own'd as a ſufficient Teſt of Or- 
t hHodoxy. Whence, ſaith he, it demon- 
ſtratively follows, both from the nature of 
the thing, and the Tradition of all theſe 
Ages of the Church, that in theſe Symbols 
were contained all that the Apoſtles delive- 
8 red as ſimply neceſſary to be believed by all 
= Chriſtians, and all that the whole Catholick 
25 Church judged needful to be held in point 
of Faith. (24!)) Hence He infers, that 
theſe Creeds muſt be a perfect Digeſt of 
all that is neceſſary to be believed now, 
and throughout all ſucceeding Ages of the 
World For, ſaith He, how can it be ne- 
Xeſlary for any Chriſtian to have more in 
nis Creed than the Apoſtles and the Chriſti- 
ns of the four firſt Centuries had > May 
| the 


„%% 
the Churches of other Ages make the nar- 
row Way to Life more narrow than our 
Lord and his Apoſtles left it? When the 
Apoſiles, who profeſs that they revealed the B 
whole Council of God to the burches, Acts 
20. 27, and kept back nothing that was 
needful to Salvation, delivered this as the % 
only Rule of Faith, and their Succeſſors © 
handed it down to Poſterity as that Rule 
of Faith, to which nothing could be added; 
ſhall after Ages come and ſay, ſome other 
Articles are neceſlary to be believed, and 
damn all thoſe who do not yield Aſſent os 
unto them? What Reaſon can be given 
why any Perſon may not be ſaved now by 
the ſame Faith which was ſufficient for 
Salvation in the Days of the Apoſtles and 
the firſt Three Centuries? Are we wiſer or 
more faithful than they ? Is there another 
Covenant made with the Church ſince their 
Days? Are other Terms of Salvation ſince 
made ? Or 1s God leſs merciful to us than 
He was to them ? d 
Add to this, that ſome have refuſed to 
receive Holy Orders, becauſe hey. could 
not ſubſcribe this Creed, as Mr Dodwell. . | 
Others would not ſubſcribe it, as Mr Chil- 
lingworth. Others have heartily wiſhed it 
were expunged our Liturgy, as the excel- 
lent Archbiſhop A ws And many, who 
ſince our happy Reſtoration have adven., 
tured to give us the Senſe of it, have 1n- 
terpreted 
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terpreted it away, or carried it off from 


rhe plain Senſe and Meaning of the Words. 


better fince it was a Church, being commi ſ- 
ffonated under the Great Seal f England in 
the Lear 1689, to review, enlarge, and 


correct our Liturgy, unanimouſly agreed, 


that the uſe of the Creed, commonly called 
the Creed of St Athanaſius, ſhould u lon- 
ger be impoſed, F 
Athhy, Conſider, that if you will be- 
lieve the Doctrine of the Holy Trinity not 
barely as you find it in the Hoh Scripture, 
but as Dr. Reeve and Dr Wells have taught 
you to do, from the Interpretations of the 
rimitive Fathers; conſider firſt, That the 
Author of the Remarks upon Dr Clarke, 
owns that the Poft-Nicene Fathers are no 
more to be conſidered in this Diſpnte, than 
Modern Authors; and that from the Ante- 
Nicene Fathers; we have no Commentaries 
on the Holy Scriptures, fave only from the 
blaſphemous Hypotypoſes of Clemens Alexan- 
drinus and the Grand Fountain of Hereſy, 
Origen: And by conſulting other Writers 
of thoſe Times, you will be got into a dark 
and endleſs Labyrinth, out of which you 
will never be able to extricate your ſelf ; 
and in which, if you may credit either 
the Ancient Fathers, Euſebius, St. Baſl, 


Hieronj- 


And laſtly, that a Convention of Biſhops 
gànd other learned Divines, than which this 
Church was never at any time bleſſed with 


— 


C x8 .)\ 


Hieronymus, Ruffinus, Photius, or the moſt 


able Judges of this Age, Huetius, Cotele- 


7ius, Petavius, and Dr Cave, Men as able 
to paſs a right Judgment of this Contro- 
verſie, as any others ; you will find ſtrong 
Inducements to deviate from the Ortbo- 
dox and ſound Faith, as they tell us, 


did. 

Moreover you will eafily perceive a 
grand Illuſion in this Caſe, For though 
they adviſe you to interpret the Scrip- 
tures according to the Senſe put upon them 
by the Primitive Fatbers, the Meaning of 
theſe Men is not ſo: For, if they know 
any thing of this Matter, and do not 
talk at random, or upon Preſumption of 


what other Men have confidently ſaid, 


they muſt know the Ante-Nicene Fathers 
have either given us no Senſe at all of the 
Scriptures controverted, or none to Their 
Minds: Whence ſome bold Sophiſter hath 
attempted to prove, that their Interpretations 
are more favourable to the Sentiments of Dr 
Clarke, than to the Doctrine of the Ort ho- 
dox. Their Meaning therefore is, and 
can be only this, that we are not to 
judge of the true Senſe of Scripture from 
the Sayings of Chriſt and his inſpired A. 
poſiles, but we muſt accommodate the 
Words of Scripture to what the Primitive 
Fathers have declared or delivered touch- 


too many of the Ante-Nicene Fathers 


* Ing 
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ing this Doctrine. Now ſeeing it is not 
from the meer Words, but the true Senſe 
of them, that we derive our Rule of 
Faith; and the Senſe of the Law, is the 
Law); the plain Import of this Aſſertion, 
in other Words is this; That Chriſt is not 
to be owned as our Lawgiver or Guide 
in Matters of Faith, becauſe He hath not 
ſufficiently given us the Senſe of what He 
taught; but the Fathers are ſo, becauſe 
from them alone we do plainly receive 
the Senſe of them; And that the Ar! 
Scripture is not our Rule of Faith, but 
the Fathers, becauſe they only give us the 
true Senſe of Scripture, and without re- 
courſe to them, we could not have it; to 
omit many more groſs Abſurdities to 
which this Popiſh Doctrine is obnoxious. 
Again ; How muſt I judge of the Senſeof 
the Fathers in this Caſe > Muſt I receive 
the Senſe of the Scriptures from the Fa- 
there; and the Senſe of the Fathers, which 
is as much controverted as that of Scrip- 
ture, from the Judgment of others, and 
not be allowed to ſee with my own 
Eyes, and to uſe my own Reaſon to judge 
what is the Senſe of the Fathers > What 
is this, but even in neceſſary Articles of 
Faith, to ſee with other Mens Eyes, and 
to believe without Reaſon and without 
Judgment? But if I muſt paſs a Judgment 
of the Senſe of the Fathers by my own 
D 2 Reaſon, 
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Reaſon, this is that monſtruous Abſurdity (it 


ſeems) of judging of the Senſe of the Fathers, 
and conſequently of the Senſe of Scrip- 
ture, teſle meipſo. And to what purpoſe 
ſhould 1 uſe other Means, if J] muſt not 
judge of the Validity of them ? Liſily, 
What do theſe Men mean by the Interpre- 
rations of the Primitive Fathers? Do they 
mean the Doctrines which the Father: 
have delivered down to the time of the 
Nicene Synod. Tis certain (1/7) that the 
Doctrine delivered in the Creed of Arhana- 
ſius is no where to be found in the Three 
firſt Centuries; and that the Tradition ſo © 
much infiſted on by Ireneus, Tertullian, 
Origen, and Euſebius Cæſarienſis, is vaſtiy 


different from it. 2dly, It is obſerved of 


Novatian, by Pamelius, that tho He is ve- 
7y copious in proving Chriſt to be God, He 
never attempts to prove this of the Holy 
Ghoſt» And the Obſervation is as true of 1 
all the Ante-Nicene Fathers, who have aſ- 
ſerted the Divinity of Chriſt, ex profeſſo, * 


as Juſlin Martyr, Irenæus, Arnobius, and 
all the reſt of them, (unleſs perhaps Ter- 


tullian the Montaniſt, and Cyprian his 
Scholar, may be excepted:) For they 
have been fo reſerved and wholly filent in 
this Cale, that the common Obſervation. W 
nar the Holy Ghoſt was never called G 


for the firſt Three Centuries, hath not 


been yet confuted. St Jerom complains, i 


that, 


— 
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What, multi per ignorantiam Scripturam, 
w any through ignorance of tbe Scriptures 
aid, with Lactantius, deny the SubſtanceEpilt. aq 
of the Holy Ghoſt. The fame St Ferom dum. 
"MWaith, that Origen aſſerted that zhe Holy 
Gboſt was a Creature. St Baſel declares, 
that Dionyſus Alexandrinus ſpake Words 

per) unbecoming of the Holy Ghoſt: Tic, 41. pr 
Ar coo wr wirns avry Se g Sey, diveſting him 61. 
of bis Adorable Deity, and numbring bim 
= amongſt the ſervile and created Natures. 
- —wPhotivs informs us, that Pierius dogma- Cod. 119. 
tiz'd concerning the Holy Ghoſt, z. 
iar ꝙ̃ qurercde, very deceitfuily and wickedly , 
# and that Theognoſtus doubted about the Holy Cod. tos, 
== p17, as Origen bad done; who in his firſt cod. 8. 
[Book of Principles declared, that the Son was 
mꝶmade bythe Father; and the Holy Ghoſt by the 
Son. And St Baſil doth not only confels that 


wo 


1 they who aſſerted the Divinity of the Ho- 

ö ly Ghoſt were condemned, ws u h Ep. 73. 

met  TWuan A, as introducing new Doc- 

„ tines concerning the Hol) Ghoſt; but owns 

d that this was Lima cmd, rele miner. à Ep. 38). 

LQueſtion paſſed over in ſilence by the Anti- p. 381. 

's ents, and is to be determined, dw3%w5; 73 2d 

y peaefe hesia, not from the Fathers, who 

n left it undiſcuſs'd, becauſe no Adverſa- 

1. ry to it then appeared; but epreeably to 

4 be Sentence of the Holy Scriptures. And 
34%, Of the Communication of the ſame 


individual Eſſence of the Father to the , 
Son 


o 
f 
, 
- - _ 
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Son and Holy Ghoſt; of the internal Ge. 
ne ation and Spiration of the Son and Holy 
nf of the Perſonality of the Son and 
5 G 


Holy Ghoſt, in the proper Senſe aſcribed 
now to the Word Perſon, if indeed there 


be any ſuch agreed on; believe me, you 


will find little, very little in the eAnce- Mt 
Nicene Fathers. And is it not much bet. 


ter to take things as you find them, than 


to make a tedious Searah after that which, 
J fear, you will never find? 

Laſtly, Conſider ſeriouſly the great and 
conſtant Trouble you may bring upon 
your ſelf, ſhould this your narrow Search 
pervert you, as tis ſaid it hath done Mr 
Whifton and Dr Clarke, Men of unqueſtion- 
able Sincerity in their Endeavours to find 
out the Truth; And how happy was it 
for old Orthodoxy, that the Heads of our 
(Hurch roſe up againſt them, and condem- 
ned them ui Sos, ſummarily, after the 


 R:man manner, though not after the Ko- 


man Law, that no Man ſhould be condemned 
before he be heard? In a Word, all Inno- 
vations, even in Civil Things, do ufually 
create ſome Trouble to the Authors of 
them. All Changes in the Affairs of Na- 
tions, reflect an Odium upon the firſt 
Contrivers of them. But nothing doth ſo 
much exaſperate as Alterations in Religi- 
on; eſpecially if they concern ſuch * 

cles 
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es as have been long received, and own'd 
be the Reaſons offer'd for them never ſo 


Wrear, which was the Caſe in the firſt Re- 


i nd elſewhere: Yet he had need of the 
Heal of Zuinglius, the Pen of Calvin, the 
Courage and the Conſtancy of Luther, 
* _ his can bear up againſt the Clamours of 
the warm Divines,and ſtem the Jide againſt 
that Stream of Oppoſition, which will run 
1 igh and fierce againſt him; and will only 
= this by Luthers Method, of which 


proficeret, ſuamque doctrinam cum verbo 


Fiorum impetum, & totius orbis odium, 

Fortiſſimo pectore ſubſtinuit, & tanquam 
% urus Aheneus conſtitit immotus, con- 
Wempto omni periculo; Encreaſing daily 
ore and more in the Knowledge of the 
4 dcriptures, and judging his Doctrine to 
e agreeable to the Word of God, He 
W-/iained, with great ſtrength of Mind, 
Wl! the Force of bis Adverſaries, and the 
Hatred of the whole World, and ſtood as 


Wi moveable as 4 brazen M. all, contemning 
ll Dangers. 


Upon 


neceſſary to be believed, In this Caſe, 
Plain, and the Neceſlity of them never ſo. 


Wocmation from the Superſtitions and Idola- 
rows Worſhip of the Church off Rome here, 


Melanct hon ſpeaketh thus: Cum in Scrip- Aprd Hot- 


ting. Hiſt. 
ture cognitione magis indies, magiſque nag 1. Ke. 


i: Hei congruere judicaret, omnem Adverſa-? 736,737. 
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pon all. "theſe Accounts, my Advis 
is in the General, not to go far in the Ex. 
plication of that which, ſaith a learn. 
. ed Prelate, 7s certainly very far beyond 
A all our Apprehenſions, and ought tber 

| fore ro be let alone. And in 'partiff 
cular, Ads 19 29 600433 14 ei 

1/7, Let me adviſe you not nicely adi 

curiouſly to enquire into the proper in- 

port of the Word Perſon; the greateſt 

Anſwer te Men, even Biſhop Stillingfleer, feem toi 
Fg EF have failed in that Attempt. ' Satisfy your 
7 {elf there fore with that which Mr Enn 

quotes from the great Mr Leſley, That 

the Word Per ſon, when applied to God, i 

ſed in a Senſe infinitely different [rom what 

4 it means, when uſed of Men; or wi 

Laiter 1. that of Dr Wallis, that rbere be Thr 

p.o. | Somewhats, which are but one God; and 

; theſe Somewhats we commonly call Perſon: 
118 Letter 2. This I take only to ſigniße, that the tw ; 
P- 3 * Notion, and the true Name of that Diſtin 
tion, is unknown to us. Here you may reſt 
1 curely, without fear of being baffled: Fol 
mY who can confute he knows not what 
i Vain therefore is that Queſtion of D 
il _ Clarke's; Of wbat uſe are Words whe 
= they haue no Sipnification? | Surely the) 
re unanſwerable, as He himſelf confeſſes 
by ſaying,” This I cannot anſwer, becauſe | 


4 


* 


do not underſtand it. 


adh 
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ay, Do not trouble your ſelf with 
framing Anſwers to all the ſeeming Abſur- 
dities and Semblances of Contradiction the 
fubtil Hereticks object againſt this fimda- 
mental Article: But if you like not Mr 


Leſ's Anſwer, that That may be a Con- 


tradiction in one Nature, which is not ſo in 
another; ſay with Dr Sherlock, In Matters 
of pure Revelation which we have no na- 
tural Ideas of, and know nothing of them 
but what is revealed, it is impoſſible to know 
what is a- Contradiflion ts the Nature of 
Things whoſe Natures we do not under- 
fand. Learn of Mr Bayle to captivate 
your Reaſon to the Obedience of Faith. 
For in his Critical Dictionary He pro- 
pounds the Objections of the Manichees 
againſt the Goodneſs and the Wiſdom of 
God, and declares they are unanſwerable 
upon the Principles of Reaſon, but are ct- 
fectnally baffled by captivating the Under- 
ſtanding to the Obedience of Faith; and 
faith, We may as well believe God to 
* be this Holy, Good, Wiſe, and Power- 
* ful Being; though all the Appearances 
in Nature evidently ſhew there can be no 
* ſuch Being, as we bclicve the Doctrine of 
* T bree Divine Per ſons, each of which b 

*. himſelf diſtinaly conſidered, is ferfe God, 
* w- ithout being able to reconcile it to our 
. Notion of the Unity of God. Here a- 
gain you will be impregnable; for He that 
+ JIA D goes 
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goes about to confute That againſt which 
He muſt not reaſon, is a Fool. 

24ly. Look upon this, as the generality 
of Chriſtans do, as a Great Myſtery, rather 
to be adored than curiouſly enquired into, 
For the ingenious Dr South hath plainly 
told you, that his Faith with relation to 
Feſus Chriſt is ſuch, that were it not to be 
adored as Myſtery, it would be exploded 
as a Contradiftion, And, faith the Reve- 
rend Dr Sherlock, That is an impudent Ar gu- 
ment, which brings Revelation down in ſuch 
ſublime Myſteries, to the Level of his Un- 
derſtanding. Now here again you are 
ſafe; for He that argues againſt that which 
He underſtands not, muſt argue againſt 

He knows not what. 
At, Trouble not your Head to invent 
new Anſwers to thoſe Texts of Scripture 
which the Hereticks object againſt the Or- 
thodox Doctrine of the Trinity; but reſt 
in the Anſwers which are commonly gi- 
ven to them, after the Example of the 
great Dr Sherlock, who to the Objection 
from thoſe Words, Mark 13, 32, Of that 
Day and Hour knoweth none, not the An- 
gels in Heaven, nor the Son, but the Fa- 
ber only, anſwers with Athanaſius, Grego- 
ry Nazianzen, and many other Fathers, 
that He knew it not as Man, though as 
God He muſt be ſuppoſed to know it; and 
adds, This muſibe the true Anſwer, E I 
ow 
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now not how we ſhall find a better; and 
yet confeſſes it is very hard that the Son, 
who is but One Perſon, - though He hath 
Two Natures, ſhould be ſaid not to know 
that, which He did know, whether He knew 
it as God or Man. 
5thly. If you will be interpreting Scrip- 
tures by your own fallible Private Judg- 
ment, and own, with the generality of Pro- 
teſtante, that it is clear in all things neceſ- 
ſary to be believed; own it in Words on- 
ly: But ſay with Dr Reeve and Dr Wells, 
that the moſt rational and ſafeſt Way to un- 
derſtand the Holy Scriptures, is to conſult 
the general Senſe of the Catholick Writers 
in the pureſt Ages of the Church. It ſeems 
our Bleſſed Lord, the Holy Spirit of Truth, 
and the inſpired Pen-men (though without 
doubt the End of their Preaching and Wri- 
ting was that they might be underſtood, 
and 'tis a Blemiſh in any Perſon, to write 
8 otherwiſe) have not delivered their Minds 
ſo clearly, no not in the Eſſentials of 
Chriſtianity (without the Knowledge of 
which all our Knowledge will not avail 
unto Salvation,) that we can rationally 
hope ſufficiently to underſtand them, or be 
lafe in our peruſal of their Sayings, with- 
out recourſe unto theſe Primitive Writers. 
And here you never will be at a Non-plus; 
but, among ſo many voluminous Writers, 
will always find ſomething to alledge in 
D 2 confir- 
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confirmation of your Sentiments, whether 
they be true or falſe; as is evident from 
the late Writings of the excellent Biſhop 
Bull for the Ort hodon Dofrine, and the 
numerous Collections of Mr Whifton and 
Dr Clarke againſt it. PRO I RL - 

But if you will neither be diſcouraged 
from ſcarching deeper into this profound 
Myſlesy by the Example of theſe Two 
great Men, who have wiit ſo unwarily 
and crroneouſly, as to deſerve the Con- 
demnation of that Great and Wiſe Body of 
the Convocation, and yet ſo plauſibly as to 
gain too miny Proſelices; nor be diſſwa- 
ded from ſearching into things which are 
above your Strength, and-are too hard for 
you: 1 hope my laſt Attempt will be ſuf. 
ficlent to reſtrain your Curioſity in this 
Allair; for when you find the true State 
of the Queſtion laid before you, (which 
few of chHoſe who write upon this Subject 
fully underſtand,) perhaps the difficulty 
of the Taſk may check your proneneſs 
to enter further into this dingerous. Dil» 
Bute; -1256--94h Ei 

Know therefore 1/7; That all Chriſtians 
always owned a Trinity, 18: evident from 
the Form of Baptiſm uſed throughout all 

adly, That Dr Clarke never denied the 


Nh, p. Son to be really and truly God, by deriving 


real and true Divinity from the ineffable 
6 Both ' | - Power 
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Power and Will of bim who alone has an 
unoriginated Being and Godhead: and, faith 
He, God forbid that I ſhould ever argue for 
excluding him from being God, in any other 
Senſe than as it ſignifies him who hath deri- 
ved bis Being from no Cauſe. Now either 
a true real Godhead may be derived, or it 
may not: If it may, then Chriſt may be 
truly and really God, as Dr Clarke faith He 
is; or if it may not, why 1s it by all who 
own him to have ſuch an Fflence, {aid that 
He derived that Eſſence from the Father? 
The Queſtion therefore here to be diſputed, 
can be only this. 

1/?, Whether the Son derives his Being 
from the Father by the Communication of 
the individucl Eſſence of the Father to 
bim, or, as Dr Clarke faith, from the in- 
effable Power aid Will of the Father. 

| 2dly. Whether the Son be generated, 
and the Holy Ghoſt proceedeth from the 
Father by an internal Generation and Spi. 
ration; or be ſo generated, and do ſo 
proceed, as to be extra eſſentiam patris. 
And' n 


Zaly. Seeing we own Three Perſons, and 


One God, the third Queſtion is, what the 
Word Perſon, when applied to God doth 
import, whether a Mode or Relation, as 
our Syſtematical Divines do uſually teach; 
or whether Dr Clarke truly aſſerts that no- 


thing can be à dliſtintt intelligent Perſon, 


which 
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which hath not a diſtinct intelligent Exif+ 
Fence. | 

If according to the 6th Article of the 
Church of England, you admit of nothing 
as a neceſſary Article of Chriſtian Faith 
which cannot be proved from Holy Serip- 
ture, you mult be obliged to ſhew where 
the Scripture doth plainly, and without 
Ambiguity aſſert theſe Three Particu— 
lars. 

If you ſay that theſe things cannot be 
clearly proved from Scripture, without re- 
courle to the concurrent Suffrage of the 
Fathers delivering the Tradition of the 
Church concerning them; then (1ſt) you 
deny the Truth of that Article: For what 
can be only proved this way, is not pro- 
ved from Scripture, but from the Teſtimo- 
ny of the Fathers. (2dly) This way of 
proving theſe Three Propoſitions cannot 
be certain, unleſs 1t be certain that the 
Ante-Nicene Fathers have clearly and con- 
ſtantly aſſerted theſe three Propoſitions, 
and alſo that their concurrent Senſe in 
the Interpretation of any Text of Scrip- 
ture, aftords a certain Evidence that this 
is the true Senſe of that, Scripture. Both 
which, you will find hard to prove. 

If 3dly, you undertake to confirm your 
Senſe of theſe Aſſertions by rational De- 
ductions from what is contained in, or 
plainly aſſerted by the Holy Scriptures, Fo 

mu 
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muſt allow that Reaſon is a proper and ſuf- 
ficient Rule by which Judgment may be 
made of the true Senſe of Scripture in the 
moſt difficult and fundamental Points, how 
myſterious ſoever, and how much ſoever - 
bove Reaſon they may ſeem to be; and 
muſt allow others to uſe the ſame Freedom 
of alledging their Reaſons againſt that Senſe 
of Scripture you embrace. | 
Then an Anſwer muſt be given to Mr 
Clendon*s Book concerning the import of the 
Word Perſon, either by defending ſome of 
the Notions of the Word Perſon and Per- 
Hnality, which He there endeavours to 
. Wconfute, and clearing them from thoſe 
Exceptions which He hath made againſt 
them; or by ſome new Expoſition of 
hoſe Terms, which hath not yet been 
thought on; and then that will be liable 
to this Objection, that this is a new No- 
ion of Perſon and Perſonality, unknown 
o any of the Ancient Fathers, or to the 
Divines which formerly have writ upon 
at Subject. 
An Anſwer muſt alſo be given to Dr 
arke's and Mr Eml;n's Arguments, by 
hich they endeavour to prove that the 
ommunication of the ſame individual Eſ- 
ce of the Father to the Son, and Holy 
poſt, is a thing impoſſible, and implies a geplyp.38- 
ontradiction. For how, faith He, * can the 
ame individual Being be Subordinate to 
it 


P- 225, 
230. 


Remarks 


on Mr Leſ- 


ley. p. Dial. 
p. 6. 
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it ſelf? And again; Selfgexiſſtencce . is 
© not an external, and relative Character. 
* as Paternity is, but tis an intrinſfck, 
* abſolute, and of all others the moſt eſſen- 
© tial Quality F the Subject to which it 
© belongs. If therefore the Character of 
« Self-exiſtence cannot be communicated, it 
« follows neceſſerily, that neither can the 
© Nature of the Self-exiftent Being (proper. 
* ly and ſtri#ly ſpeaking) be communicated; 
* Self-exiſtence being the principal Conſtitu- 
* ent of that Nature, or that which makes 
© it to be that Nature which it is. The 
* Reaſin whytheindividual Power ar Knows- 
© ledge of God the Father cannot be com- 
* municated any more than his individual 
© Exiſtence, is becauſe they are individual, 
© and nothing that is individual can be com- 
* municated from one thing to another. Mr. 
* Emlyn adds, that if both Father and Son 
© have the fame individual Divine Nature, 
it muſt be hard to ſhow how the Divine 
© Nature of the Son can be incarnate, and 
© not the Divine Nature of the Father; 
or how the Divine Nature of the Fa. 
ther can be incarnate, unleſs his Perſon 
be lo to. | i 
Lou will find them farther enquiring, 
whether the Divine Nature of the Father 
be communicated to ſomething exiſtent, 2s 
da,, the Recipient, or to nothing 
exiſtent? If to nothing, with what pro- 
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priety of Speech can that be called a Com- 
| munion, or how can it be ſtyled a Commu- 
nion of the Eſſence of the Father to the 

- Son, He not exiſting ? If to ſomething ex- 

; iſtent, the Son muſt be exiſtent in order 

f to this Communication; whereas Dr Cave | 
, 

- 


tells us from the Fathers, that this Com- 
munication of the Eſſence of the Father, is 
6. the Generation of the Son, and ſo can on- 
; ly properly be ſaid to be the Communi- 
5 cation of the Eſlence of the Son, not the 


* Communication of the Eſſence of the Fa 

4 ther, to the Son. | | | 

- | Alſo you muſt anſwer the Arguments 

1 by which Dr Clarke doth attempt to prove, 

al that one Being, and one Perſon, in intelli- | 
, gent Agents, are Words of the ſame import. | 
n This muſt be falſe; ſince otherwiſe a Per- 


Is ſon cannot ſignify a Mode of Subſtance but 
a real Being, and Three Peaſons muſt have 
Three real Effences or Beings; and yet He 
is very ſure, that one Being, when ſpo- P. 104 
ken of an intelligent Agent, is the very 
Same as one Perſon; neither is there in Na- 
cure any other Notion of Perſon, than as it 


n Sgnifies an intelligent Agent or intelligent Be- 
ing. Whenever the Word is uſed otherwiſe, 
i 70 Man can tell what it ſignifies ;, this, ſaith 


He, © 3s the common, natural Notion ally. 158: 
as * Mankind haue of the Word Perſon. Will 

* then your Friend tell us what a Perſon in 

* his Senſe is, and what the Scripture 
means 

E 
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* it ſelf? And again; Selfexiſtencc it 
not an external, and relative Character, 
* as Paternity is, but *tis an mtrinfeck, 
* abſolute, and of” all others the moſt efſen- 
« tial Quality of the Subject to which. it 
p. 225, © belongs. If therefore the Characker of 
230 ©. Self.eviſtence cannot be communicated, ' it 
« follows neceſJerily, that neither can the 
© Nature of the Self-exiftent Being (proper. 
* ly and ſtridly ſpeaking) be communicated ; 
* Self-exiſtence being the principal Conſtitu- 
* ent of that Nature, or that which makes 
© it to be. that Nature which it is. The 
* Reaſyn why the individual Power ar Know- 
© ledge of God the Father cannot be com- 
* municated any more than his individual 
«© Exiſtence, is becauſe they are individual, 
© and nothing that is individual can be com- 
Remaris ©. rmynicated from one thing to another. Mr. 
2 8 Emlyn adds, that if hoth Father and Son 
p. f. have the fame individual Divine Nature, 
it muſt be hard to ſhow how the Divine 
Nature of the Son can be incarnate, and 
© not the Divine Nature of the Father; 
or how the Divine Nature of the Fa 
© ther can be incarnate, unleſs his Perſon 
© be lo to. 20 pF"! 
You will find them farther enquiring, 
whether the Divine Nature of the Father 
be communicated to ſomething exiſtent, 
d neE⅛ . the Recipient, or to nothing 
exiſtent? If to nothing, with what pro- 
| priet) 
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priety of Speech can that be called a Com- 
munion, or how can it be ſtyled a Commu» 
nion of the Eſſence of the Father to the 
Son, He not exiſting ? If to ſomething ex- 
iſtent, the Son muſt be exiſtent in order 
to this Communication ; whereas Dy Cave 
tells us from the Fathers, that this Com- 
munication of the Eſlence of the Father, is 
the Generation of the Son, and ſo can on- 
, ly properly be ſaid to be the Communi- 
- cation of the Eſlence of the Son, not the 
o Communication of the Eſſence of the Fa- 
e ther, to the Son. | | 

- Alſo you muſt anſwer the Arguments 
= by which Dr Clarke doth attempt to prove, 
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1 that one Being, and one Perſon, in intelli- 
, gent Agents, are Words of the ſame import. 
1. This muſt be falſe; ſince otherwiſe a Per- 


r. ſon cannot ſignify a Mode of Subſtance but 
a real Being, and Three Peaſons muſt have 
Three real Eſſences or Beings; and yet He 
is very ſure, that one Being, when ſpo- p. 10. 
ken of an intelligent Agent, is the very 
Same as one Perſon; neither is there in Na- 
cure any other Notion of Perſon, than as it 
ol Sgnifies an intelligent Agent or intelligent Be- 
ing. Whenever the Word is uſed otherwiſe, 
uo Man can tell what it ſignifies ;, this, ſaith 
He, © 3s the common, natural Notion ally. 158 
* Mankind bave of the Word Perſon. Will 
then your Friend tell us what a.Perſon in 
* his Senſe is, and what the Scripture 
| means 
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1 
means when it continually repreſents the 
Son as an intelligent Agent? Will He tell 
res what ſuch a Perſon is, who is no Be- 
ing? Or how Modes of Subſiſtence can be 
intelligent Agents, without having ſo 
much as any real Exiſtence at all, or of 
what Lenefit it can be to make uſe of 
Morde which have no Signiſication? 
As for the internal Generation of the Son, 
and Spiration of the Holy Ghoſt, tho? this 
be not eaſy to be underſtood, nor much 
ſpoken of in the Scripture, or in the Pri- 
mitive Fathers, yet it is neceſſary to be 
aſſerted, that you may maintain the Ortho- 
dox Faith. For if this Generation or Spi- 
ration ſhou'd give the Son or Holy Ghoſt, 
an Eſſence extra eſſentiam Patris, this 
would ſeem to introduce Tritheiſm ; for then 
the Son and Holy Ghoſt muſt have Divine 
Effences extra eſſentiam Patris, and yet the 
Eſſence of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt 
being the ſame individual Eſſence in Ortho- 
doxy, the ſame individual Eſſence muſt 
be extra ſeipſam, Let not then the Here- 
zicks embaraſs you with theſe Enquiries, 
How the Eſſence of the Son and Holy Ghoſt 
can be in the Father, if Three Perſons be 
not alſo in him; or how Three Perſons 
can be in him, unleſs he be Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt: Nor let them 
laugh you out of the Word dM e, 
ſo fully expreſſive ot this Myſtery, but ſtick 
to 
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to the Form of ſound Words conſecrated by 
the uſage of Holy Church. | 
To put an End to this Diſcouſe, If af- 
ter devout Prayer for the Divine Direc- 
tion; if after a probity of Mind and an 
impartialneſs in your Search for Truth; 
and after your beſt, and moſt ſincere En- 
deavours to find out the Truth; you 
ſhould Miſtake, either thro' the Difhcul- 
ty of the Subject, or thro' unwilling Ig- 
norance ; . would you not judge 1t great 
Hardſhip and Severity, that you ſhould be 
branded as an Heretick; be condemned, 
haraſſed, ruined, and ſentenced to Dam- 
nation, for an Error which it was not in 
your Power to help, or for following ſin- 
cerely the Dictates of that Reaſon, which 
is the only Faculty which God hath 
given you, whereby to judge of Truth and 
Falſhood, or of the Senſe of his revealed 
Words? For | 
1ſt, May you not be ſufficiently certain 
in your ſelf, that you are not «Ylayn'zeur@> 
condemned by your own Conſcience, for be- 
lieving and aſſerting what your beſt Rea- 
fon, after a diligent and upright Search, and 
the due fuſe of the forementioned Means, 
doth conceive to be the Truth? And 
hath not Sr Paul expresſly taught us, that 
he whe truly is an Heretic, is thus con- 
demned in Himſelf? And would you not be 


an Heretick in his Senſe, ſhould you be- 
E 2 lieve 
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. 
lieve contrary to the Dictates of your own 
Mind and Conſcience? May you not be in- 
wardly aſſured that you have not been 
acted in this Search by any Carnal Motives, 
or ſiniſter Deſigns, but purely from a ſin- 
cere deſire to find out the Truth? And 
may you rot be hence aſſured that you 
are not an Heretick in the Scripture Senſe, 
ſeeing that reckons Hereſſes amongſt the 
Works of the Fleſh which are manifeſt 2 
Doth not St John aſſure us, that if our 
Hearts do not condemn us, then have we 
1 confidence with God (viz.) that He will not 
b tondemn us? And is not this as true in re- 
ference to what is neceſſary to be believed, 
as well as to be done, in order to Salvation? 
And may we not then ſay with the Apoſtle, 
it is. a light thing with me to be judged (or 
Liberty of condemned) f Men, when I am ſure I 
42 p. 6. hall not be condemned by my righteous 
6 Judge? To this Effect are theſe judicious 
| Sayings of Biſhop Taylor. If we remember 
that Sc Paul reckons Hereſy among the 
Worksof the Heſh, and ranks it with all 
manner of practical Impieties ; we ſhall 
ealily perceive, that if a Man mingles 
not a vice with his Opinion, if He be 
innocent in his Life, tho? deceived in 
his Doctrine; his Error is his Miſery, 
not his Crime And if any ſhall ſay 
atherwiſe, it is to ſay that ſome Men 
ſhall be damned, when they cannot help 
it; and be miſerable for ever, — 
bi | n 5 
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of their unhappineſs to be deceived thro? 
their own Simplicity, and natural, or 

« accidental, but inculpable Infirmity. g 
 2dly, This ſuggeſts a further Plea for 
Charity in our Opinion of and Tender- ö 
neſs in our Dealings with thoſe Men who 1 
thus unwillingly do err; ariſing from the 
Judgment of our beſt Divines concerning val. 4. c. 
Sins of Ignorance. For (1/7) Archbiſhop + P. 446. 
Tillotſon aſſures us, that God meaſures 

the Faults of Men by their Wills; and 

if there be no Fault there, there can be 

n Guilt ; For no Man is guilty, but He 

© that is conſcious to himſelf that He would 

* not do (or believe,) what He knew He 

* ought to do (and believe,) or would do 

(and believe) what He knew He ought 

not to do, (or believe.) Now if a Man be 

ſimply, and invincibly ignorant of his 

Duty, his neglect of it is altogether in- 

voluntary: For the Will hath nothing 

to do, where the Underſtanding doth nor 

direct. Mr Kettiewel is very copious on g, 4. c. 4. 
this Subject; for, faith He, God will p. 446. 
impute nothing to us at the laſt Day, ei- 

ther to ſave or deſtroy us, but what pro- 

ceeded from our own Will and Choice; 

and therefore if any ſinful Action be in- 
nocently involuntary, it is likewiſe #ncon- 

* demning. To convince us of this Truth, 

faith He, it is conſiderable that all” “““. 

* theſe involuntary Failings, upon Ignorance 

or want of Anowledge, are URN 
05 an X 


10 

0 
f 
0 
4 
. 

bs 

2 

9 

i 


c 
c 
c 
0 
0 
c 
c 
c 
c 
c 
0 
C 


— ß / 


f 


— aun — 7 — 2 - 
— WH OOO. 1 po ( d) 
- J 
. - * 
* 


and God, we know, will never damn any 


Mon for doing that which could not be 4- 


* void:d. For no Man can chuſe to ſhun that 
© whichHe could not ſee:but his Underſtand. 


ing muſt firſt diſcern and apprehend 3 


.4. ch . thing, before his Will is in any Capacity 


© to refuſe it. Whence He concludes, that 
where our Ignorance of any of Chriſt's 


remains after our ſincere Induſtry to know 

the Truth, we may take Comfort to our 
© ſelves, and be confident that it is involun. 
* tary and innocent.” In his 4th Book and 
24 Chapter, He lays down this Propoſiti- 
on, That onl) our voluntary and choſen Adli- 
ons are under the Reſtraint of Laws, and 
either enjoin'd or prohibited, puniſhed or re. 
wareed by them. This he proves, frft, 
* from the Nature of every Law, which 
* is to be a Bond and Obligation to us in 
* ſuch Actions, to which otherwiſe our 
Will is free and able either to chuſe, or 


0 

© Laws is joined with an honeſt Heart, and 
0 

C 


© refuſe them. Now Laws are intended for a 


* reſtraint upon us only in our voluntary 
and choſen Actions; for there are none 
* elſe in which we are free. (2) From 
* the Nature of the Obligation of a Law ; 
„for all its Obligition is only upon its 
* choſen Actions. For all the Force which 
* 1t can poſſibly. have upon us, to bind us 
to the Performance of any thing, is only 
ſo far as it can make us will and chuſe 
it; and therefore as for all unchoſen Ac- 
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« tions, they are not under the reach of 
© the Law, becauſe they are not ſub- 
« je& to the Force of Obligation. 23dl;. 
From the Nature of Rewards and Pu- 
« niſhments ; for theſe can take place only 
© on thoſe Actions which we can chuſe, 
and are at liberty to exert, or omit : 
For no Actions can be imputed to a Man 
© either for or againſt him; farther than 
* they depended on him, becauſe there is 
* no Thanks at all due to him for doing 
© that which He could not avoid, nor 
0 


any Charge at all capable to be brought 
< againſt him for failing to do what 
He could not do. Theſe, and all o- 


ther things of like Nature, which 
fe could not help, may be his Miſ- 
k Ml © fortune, but not his Fault, and what- 
n © foever He ſuffers on the account of 
them, may be, and often is, his Ca amity, 


r but by no means his Puniſ] ment. Barba- 
nM © 7015 Cruelty indeed he may fall under, 


but legal and juſt Penalties he never can. 
This He proves laſtly, * from the effect of 


m every ſinful, and puniſhable Action, 
Which, faith He, muſt be ſuch for which 
15 * our own Conſcience will blame and 
h © condemn us, and which we ſhall lament 
1s in Repentance and Remorſe; But now it 
y is a great Abſurdity, for a Man to be 
ſe : angry with himſelf, for that which He 


could never help; or to repent that ever 
6 . . . . . 

. He did that which it was not in his pow- 
Jex 
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ber to Hinder? Now it is certain that no 
Man can believe or aſſent to any Doctrine 
is as true, without Evidence; or diſſent from 
1 it, when He hath and perceives that Evi- 
1 * and that no Perſwaſions or human 
$ Laws, can engage a Man to believe without 
Conviction, and much leſs againſt it. 
Nor can any Man repent that He believes 
28, what He judgeth to be true; and there- 
fore by thefe Rules, He is liable to no juſt 
Puniſhments upon that Account; 8s 
A 34 Conſideration which ſhould engage 
our Charity to Men of Probity of Mind, 
| who after the beſt Search which they Gould 
0 make after Truth, willingly do err; ari- 
If ſeth from the Conſideration of the Good- 
neſs and the Juſtice of that God, whom 
we ſtand bound to imitate in theſe Perfec- 
tions; For, as Biſhop Taylor argues, ft, 
it cannot conſiſt with the Goodnels of 
God, who doth ſo know our Infirmities, 
das that He pardons many things in 
which our Wills, indeed have the lealt 
ſhare, (tho' ſome they have) but ate 
overborn with an impetuous Violence; 
I fay, it is inconſiſtent with his Good 
neſs to condemn thoſe that err, Whole 
Error hath nothing of the Will in it: 
"© who therefore cannot repent of thei 
Error, becauſe they do believe: they hol 
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1 the Truth. And if this Man periſh ! 
pt his Opinion againſt che Copiftnands aft 
0 _* Cenſures of his Superiours, this is 1 
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